
AIMIMN SONG DLK GA}IE FANM
DECISION DOCI'MENT

Novcmber30r 1996

pRoposED GAliilT.I.ARM ^ppr rCAfioN

On luty I l, 1996, Montana Fislq Wildlife & Parks (FWP) received an application for a game frrm
from leff& Kim Ofhbertson of 790 Lindsey Lane, Kalispe[ MT 59937 and Cary & IoAtttt
Cuttrbertson of lMO Holt lhivg Bigforh MT 59937. The game frrm would be located at2320
Lower Valley Road., Kalispe[ Montana (I27N, FCOW, Section 6).

On Atrgust lO, 1995 F'\[IP notified the applicants that they would accept the original application
which initiated a l2Oday review and decision pedod per laws and regulations govenring game

frrms. F'!VP completed the EA proqess for the application within the l2Gday time pedod from
the day we accepted the original application.

The applicant proposcs to raise elk for purposes of antler production and elk breeding. They plan

to start with less than 20 elk and orpand the frrrr to no more than 120 anirnals on 120 acres over

time. They will begn this herd with elk purchased from licensed game &rms in Montana. The
proposed elk firn will ocorpy land which now consists of I l7 acres of inigatable hayland and

l0.l acres of cropland. The enclosure would not encompass any wetlands, internrittent or
perennial streams, or op€n water.

In the applicatioq the applicant stated that:

a. All fencing would be 8'high with 6 inch stays and composed of 12 ll2 gauge tightlock
wire fcnce.

b. Metal posts would be placed at 24' intervds dong the fence with stays sPaced wery 8'.

c. Interior fence would be 6 feet with 6 inch stays and use wood posts.

d. The quarantine frcility would be composed of meal 25'){40'building along the exterior
fence line. Lrterior separation of the game frrm would be ttrough a 8' solid wood wdl
with a 16'wide double self-closing gate with a double latch?

e. Water would be available in each pasture from fountain tJPe structure using well water.

rm MoNTANA Ew PoLICY ACT PROCESS (MEPA)

Pursuant to MEPd F'lilP is required to assess the impacts of the proposcd action to the human

environment. FWP completed a Draft Environmental Assessment ofthe proposed game farm on

October 23, 1996. Druing the EA preparatioq it was determined that a full Environmental

Impact Statement would not be required. The lhaft EAwas distributed to the Montana

Environmental Quality Council, MontanaDepartrnent ofEnvironmental Qudity, Montana

Ifistorical Society, Montana State Library, MontanaDeparfinent ofLivestoclg state and local

libraries, Montana River Action Netrrorlg Montana Wildlife Federation, Flathead County



Commissioners, Flathead County legislative representatives, and interested individuals. FWp sent
cards indicating the availability ofthe Draft EA to another 2l individuals who have requested to
be kept informed of game farm applications in the past or who are adjacent landowners. Another
seven Draft EAs were then distributed to individuals who complaed these cards. The public
comment period began October 2l,1996 and closed November 18, 1996. No public h..ring *..
held nor were any public comments received.

ISSUTS Of,'CONCX'RN IN TFN r..A

The EA prooess identified no significant environmental impacts that could not be mitigated.
pecause the proposed game frrm will be constnrcted in foraging and travel areas used year-round
by white-tailed deer, they *ill be orcluded ftom the 120 acre area. Additionally, the pioposed
garne farm would displace habitat for pheasants, Ifuirgarian partridge, and a vadety of small
mammals and birds. As agriorlaral lands are presently these impacts are considered
minor.

Due to its location in the heart of the Flathead Valley, there is only a low possibility that wild
animals zuch as native elk, black bears, or mountain lions would be attracted to the area.
Coyotes are very common to the proposed game farm site. Responsible rnanagement and
adherence to FWP stipulations and regulations should reduce the risks of contact between wild
game animals urd game furn animals to an acceptable lwel. There is no surfrce water within or
immediately adjacent to the game farm which could be contaminated from runofffrom the game
farrn.

SI]MMARY Of,' PIIRI IC RESPONSf,'.S

Fistt, Wildlife & Parks received one written response to the Draft EA from the State Ilstoric
Preservation Office which indicated that there were no known historic or cultural sites located
within the proposed game farm boundaries.

THE DECISIION AND SIIPUI,ATIONS

The Licensee must be in compliance with all game frrm statutes and rules. After reviewing this
applicatioq the draft Ed and public comilrcnts, I approve issuing a license with the following
stipulations:

The licensee or man4ger must report the ingress of any game animal or any predators of
ungulates (e.g., mountain lion, black bear or coyote) to F'wp immediately uion the
discovery, and the reason for such ingress.

Applicant must obtain approval of a quarantine frcility, or plaq from the Department of
Livestock (DoL) priorto the iszuance of a game frrm license.

Cuthbert son Ihcision
November 30. 1996
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P. Vincent

Ieff& Kim Cuthbertson Date

Gary & Jofuur Cuthbertson
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2.

Montana Fish, Wildtife & Park's authority to regulate game farms is contained in sections 87-+
406 throu gh 87-*424, MCA and ARM 12.6.1501 through 12.6.1 519.

1. Name of Project: Autumn Sqng Elk Ranch L. L. P.

Application Date: 7 111 t96

Name, Address and Phone Number of Applicant(sl:
Gary & JoAnn Cuthbertson Jeff & Kim Cuthbertson
1O4O Holt Drive 790 LindseY Lane
Bigfork, MT 59937 (406) 837-4616 Kalispell, MT 59937 (4OO) 257-4234

lf Applicable:

Estimated Construction/GommencementDate: 7l10196

Estimated Gompletion Date: 7l10l98

ls this an application for expansion of existing facility or is a futute expansion
contemplated? N/A

Location Affected by Proposed Action (county, rango and townshipl:
2320 Lower Valley Rd., Kalispell, MT 59901 Flathead County, R2OW, T27N, Section 6

Project Size: Estimate the number of acres that woutd be directty affected that are
currently:

3.

4.

5.

(a) Developed:
residential..... 2.9 acres
industrial. acres

(d) Floodplain... 

- 
acres

(e) Productive:
irrigated hayland... 117 acres

(b) Open Spaceff/oodlands/Areas.... 

- 
acres dry cropland....... 1O.1 acres

(c) Wetlands/Riparian Areas... acres

forestry.. 
- 

acres
rangeland 

- 
acres

other. 
- 

acres
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6. Map/site plan: Attach a copy of the map submifted with the application (an 8 112" x 11"
or larger section of the most recent USGS 7.5' series topographic map) showing the location
and boundaries of the area that would be affected by the proposed action. A different map I-
scale may be substituted if more appropriate or if required by agency rule. lf available, a site
plan should also be attached.

See attached.

7. Narratlve Summary of the Proposed Actlon or Project lncluding the Beneflts and Purpose
of the Proposed Action:

Applicants propose to raise and breed elk in captivity for the purposes of antler
production and to sell elk breeding stock. The applicants plan to start with less
than 2O elk and build up to approximately 12O elk. The benefits of the program are
an increased opportunity for the public to view elk in captivity and the increased
revenue through taxes and income generated in the loca! economy by this new
business.

8. Listing of any other Local, State or Federal agency that has overlapping or additional
jurisdiction:

(al Permits:
Aoencv Name Permit Date Filed/#
Depanment of Livestock

(bl Funding:
Aoencv Name Frrndino Amorrnt

(c) Other Overlapping or Additional Jurisdictional Responsibilities:
Agency Name Type of Responsibility
Department of Livestock Tagging. Ouarantine, lnspections for Transport
Flathead County Weed Control Weed Control
Flathead Regional Development Office Planning, Zoning

9. List of Agencies Consulted During Preparation of the EA:
Department of Livestock
Flathead Regional Development Office

2



^ 
1 . Evaluation of the lmpacts of the Proposed Action lncluding Secondary and Cumulative
lmpacts oh the Physical and Human Environment:

pnvsrill rrunormew

1. LAND RESOURCES

Wll the propoced aodon rult h:

POTENTIAL IMPACT
CAN IMPACT

BE
MlTlGATED

COMMENT
INDE)(UNKNOWN NONE MINOR stGNtFtCANT

a. Soil instability or changes in
oeolooic substnrcture?

x

b. Disruption, displacement, erosion,
compaction, moisture !oss, or over-
covering of soil which would reduce
oroductivity or ferdliw?

x la.

c. Destruction, covering or
modification of any unique geologic or
ohysical features?

x

d. Changes in siltation, deposition or
erosion patterns that may modify the
channel of a river or stream or the bed
or shore of a lake?

x

e. Other:

PROPOSED ACTION:
la. The soils in pastnr6 aroas may bocome slightly more compacted as animal rumbers increase. The degree of
compaction would depend on pasture management and inigation levels.

NO ACTION:
lf existing land uses continue, no changes in soils would be expected.

COMMENTS:

Norrtlvo Dcrcripdon rrd EvCurdon o, th. CumLildlt ond Sccondrry Eflcct on Lcnd Rorouccr lAtrch ddltond paecr ol ncrrtdw il nccdcdl:



2. AIB

IYII thc propoocd asdon roult kr:

POTENTIAL IMPACT
CAN IMPACT

BE
MlTlGATED

COMMENT
INDEXUNKNOWN NONE MINOR SIGNIFICANT

a. Emission of air pollutants or
deterioration of ambient air ouality?

x

b. Creation ol obiectionable odors? x

c. Alteration of air movement,
moigture, or temperature pattems or
any change in climate, either locally or
reoionallv?

x

d. Adverse effects on vegetation,
including crops, due to increased
emissions of Dollutants?

x

e. Other:

PHYSICAL EITVIROilMENT

PROPOSED ACTION:

No impact to air quality expected.

NO ACTION:
No changes in air quality would occur if land stays as agricultural.

COMMENTS:

Nal'cdw Dcrcriptton md Evtlurtlon ol thc Cumulrttw and Sccondrry Ettcct on Alr Rcrourccr lAtt.ch .ddttbnrl prgcr of nonrtlnc tl nccd.dl:



PHYSICAL EITVIROTTMENT

3. WATER

tlYldr propoerd ra&n rlt* h:

FOTENTIAL IMPACT
CAN IMPACT

BE
MITIGATED

COMMENT
INDD(UNKNOWN NONE MINOR SIONIFICANT

a. Dbchargo lnto arfccc wrtor ot tny
aherctlon of anrlacc water quallty
lncbdlng but not Imhrd to tcmperturo,
dieeolvad arvden ar rurbirlltv?

x

b. Chcngee ln tahago pctterno or the
rate cnd .mount of anrlacc runoff?

x

c. Ahcration of thc counc or magnhude
of flood wrter or othcr flows?

x

d. Changee ln the rmount of surface
water ln rny wltor body or cleatlon of a
new watar bodv?

x

e. E<poanre of peoph oi prop€rty to
wetor related hazarde euch ae floodino?

x

f. Changoe in thcqraliry of groundryrtor? x

g. Changee in the ctrrantity of
oroundnvater?

x

h. lncreeee ln rlek of contaminction of
surfcce or oroundrratcr?

x

i. \frohtbn of the Montrm non-
degradation etatutc?

x

j. Effects on lny €xbting water rlght or
reEoTvrtion?

x

k. Effects on othor watar u86ra rB a
reeuh of any akeation in eurface or
oroundwater oualiw?

x

l. Effectr on oth6f woter users ae I reeutt
of any aheration in surfacc or groundrrater
quantiw?

x

m. Other:

PROPOSED ACTION:
There are no wetlands, irrigation ditches, or streams of any type on the proposed game farm site. There is a small (< 2 ac!
portion of old river meander channel which crosses the northwest comer of the proposed game farm. Wthin the border of the
proposed game farm, this old meander does not contain any wetland vegetation; rather, it is part of the existing hay field. This
old meander drains off to the east and is only approximately 6 feet deep. lt is cut off to the north by Lower Valley Road. Other
than temporary melt ponds, no water is expected to remain on site with the game farm for any length of time.

NO AGTION:

No impacts to water quality or quantity expected if land remains cropland.

COMMENTS:
Nanadw Dcrcrbtbn and Evdudon of thc GmuldYl rnd Sccondary Eflcc$ on Wlt r Rc.ourc.r lAttach additonel pagcr ol n.rttiw f n cdrdl:
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PHYSICAL EilVTROilMEIUT

4. VEGETATION

Sl[ thc propocd ecdm rutrt h:

FOTET.ITIAL IMPACT
CAN IMPACT

BE
MMGATED

COMMENT
.INDD(

UNKNOWN NONE MINOR SIGNIFICANT

a. Changes in the diversity,
productivity or abundance of native
olant soecies?

x

b. Alteration of a native plant
community?

x

c. Adverse effects on any unique,
rare, threatened, or endangered
soecies?

x

d. Reduction in acreage or
orodustivitv of anv aoricultural land?

x 4d..

e. Establishment or spread of
noxious weeds?

x 4e.

f. Other:

PBOPOSED3CIION:
4d. At full size (12O elk on 127 acres) tho Oamo farm would occupy most of o<isting irrigated hay fields and 1O acres

of dry cropland. This is approximately 1 to 2 pcrccm of existing agricultural lands in lower valley area.
rle. AlthouOh portions of the game farm will be inigated for hay and pasture dudng the growing season, vegetative
cover could be reduced or eliminatcd at full stocking in concentration areas, winter feeding areEs, et6. Ground
disttrrbanccs by grazing animals may tead to increase in noxious weeds. County weed law reqtrires the private land \-,
owner to cortrol noxious weeds.

NOSCIION:
As agricultura! land no change is expacted.

COMMENTS:

Naruthrc Dcrcriptbn end Ewludon of thc Glnuldvc rnd Scondory Eflcetr on Vce.tldon Rcroqcc: lAttlch .ddtdond Dagcr of nardvc lf nc.d.dl:
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PHYSICAT EiIVIPOITIMEITT

5. FISH/WILDLIFE

wtl thc ropoto acdon rolit kr:

FOTENTIAL IMPACT
CAN IMPACT

BE
M]nGATED

COMME'{T
!NDE(UNKNOWN NONE MINOR SIGN!FICANT

a. Deterioration of ctitical fish or
wildlifc habitat?

x

b. Changes ln the diversity or
abundance of oame soecies?

x 5b.

c. Changes in the diversiry or
abundance of nonoame soecies?

x 5c.

d. lntroduction of new species into
an anea?

x

e. Creation of a banier to the
mioration or movement of animals?

x 5e.

f. Adverse effects on any unique,
rare, threatened, or endangered
soecies?

x

g. lncrease in conditions that sress
wildlife populations or limit
abundance (including harassment,
legal or illegal harvest or other. human
activiV)?

x

h. Other:

PBQEQSEDSCIION:
5b. The proposed gome farm would convert existing agricultural hay/crodand to pastro causing redustion in food and
cover for upland game birds le.g. pheasants, Hungarian partridgesl ard migratory and resident waterfowl.

5c. Ground nesting nongamc birds strch as vespor or chipping sparows which may use hay land may decrease due to
continuous grazing disturbances. At full operation, small mammal populations may be reduced, causing less use by
raptors srch as red-tailod hawks and harriers.
5e. Proposed action may reduce foraging and travel uses by resident white-tailed deer.

NQ3GIION:
Maintaining existing land uses (agriculture) would allow for continued use by resident upland game birds, migratory and
resident waterfowl, and a varieU of nongnme birds and mamnr.als.

COMMENTS:

Nanatvr Dcrcrlptbn and Evalurton of thc Cunulltvr and Sccondry Efhctt on Fbh/Wldlltc Rcrouccr (Attlch .dditbnC pagcr ol nanctvc lf ttccdcdl:
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PROVIDE ]IARRAT]I/E DEtrcEPTlOil FOR THE FOII.OIYIIIG:

Wildife ure of the rea lnd Potentid for thrctrgtrthe-fence contrct with ganre farn a6mde lconCder yer-around ure,
traddonal rearonal hautet u!e, and location of travel routes and migration conidorsl. 

\-,
Due to thc cxisting hay ficlds thc proposcd gomc farm arca may be cunertly ud by whhc-taitcd deer
as a foraging aroa ln sprlng, srmmer, and fall. The proposed game farm would not Uock any migrating
routos to othor foraging aroas. The general lack of cover on the existing farm probably redutes the
cunont usa of tfrc arca by the whita-trald dccr. There is a slight potentiat for through-thc-fcnce
contact by resident white-tailed deer moving from the Church Slough area to ottrer agi'icrrltgrat tands.

Potentid for escape of garne fann animatr or ingross of witdllfe lconCder Ctecpecific factorr that cordd reduce the
effec'tiwness of perimeter fencer built to standardr oudined in Rrde 12.6.15Gh,lndudng rteepne33 of tenain, winter
snow depthr/*lfting, rueceptiHllty of fencer to frood dmrage, etc.l.

There are few dsks to fence integrity due to: 1. Lack of trees on property, particularly along
fencelines; 2. locaion of gome farm outs:de traditionat ctk range; 3. gende or flat torain; ana +. ttr"
location of the gpmc farm outside areas usuatly used by targer predators (i.g. mountain lion,-grizzty
bear, wolf).

hoportion (%l of the total haUtat sea cunendy used by witdtife that will be enclosed or otherwice impaaed.

Less than 1 pcrcent of Lower Valley area.

I



FOTB.ITIAT IMPACT6. NO|SE.EEEECISi

tirfl tlr. progoe.d .cdon rult h:

a. lncreases in existing noise

Exposure of people to severe

HUi'AT EilVIROilT'EITT

PROPOSED ACTION:
6a. Elk hrgling in fall may be heard off-site by neighbors.

IIQ3CIIQN:
f.loise woulO remain the same as that associated with farming and haying if land remains in agriculture.

COMMENTS:

N.rt!dy! Dcrcdptbn rnd Ewlurdon o, thr emuldy! sid socond.ry Eftrct. of Nobc Rcrourccr (Attrh .ddldon l plgcr of nrrrtdvo f nc.d.dl:
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7. LAND USE

Ilrllt|r. propoacd acdm rordt h:

POT$ITIAL IMPACT
CA}I IMPACT

BE
MlTlGATED

COMME}IT
INDEXUNKNOWN NONE MINOR SlGNIFICANT

a. Alteration of or interference with
the productiyity or profitabitity of the
existing land use of an area?

x

b. Conflict with a designated natural
area or area of unusual scientific or
educational imoortarrce?

x

c. Conflict with any existing land
use whose presence would constrain
0r potentially prohibit the proposed
action?

x

d. Conflict with any existing land
use that would be adversely affested
by the proposed action?

x

e. Adverse effects on or relocation
of residences?

x

f. Other:

}IUMAT EilVTROTI'ETT

PROPOSED ACTION:

NO ACTION:
lf land remained as agricultural, no land use impasts would be expected.

COMMENTS:

Narrrtiw Dcrcrlpt{on cnd Evcludon ol ttrc Grmutrttvc rnd Soaondrry Eflcstr on Lryrd Urc (Attrch rddittonrl prgcr of nlrdw lt,t .dcdl:
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HUMAI{ ENVIROTTiiETT

8. RISK/HEALTI{ HAZARDS

WU $o propoccd acdon ralt h:

POTET{NAL MPACT
CAN IMPACT

BE
MMGATET}

COMMENT
INDEXUNKNOWN NONE MINOR SIGNIFrcANT

a. Risk of dispersal of hazardous
substances (irrcluding, bm not limited
to chemicals, pattogens, or ladiationl
in the event of an accident or other
forms of disruotion?

x x 8a.

b. Creation of any hazard or potential
hazard to domestic lavestock?

x x 8b.

c. Creation of any luzard or potential
hazand tn human haahh?

x x 8c.

d. Other:

PROPOSED ACTION:
8a.b.c. Minor impacts could bc associatod with olk Oame farming as thosa animals havc the potcntial to trlnsrnit
disease to humans, livostock, and native wildlife (see comments). Risk of dispersal of diseased clk (e.9. elk which
might carry tuberculosis or olfier pathogen) or genetically impure animals (e.g red daerl which could significamly affect
native wildlife or domestic animals are minimized through quarantine, inoculation, tcgting, and transportation
requirements of Montana Department of Uvestock and by fencing requirements enforced by FWP. Risk of fence
problems are minimal due to flat tenain, lack of trees, and isolation from most large predators or elk pogrlations.

tlo.AGI]QN:
There would be little throat of impact by pathogens or genotic matorial to wild animal or human health if this proposed

,-action does not occur.

COMMENTS:

Some of t*re common diseases that trumans are capable of contracting from wildlife or gam farm anirnals include
brucellosis (undutant feverl or bovine tr.rbsrculosis. !. suir type 4 can b€ transrnitted to humans and is considered by
some to present a more seriotrs tfueat to ]uman heatth than E -ahOfll|l.. Hurnan deaths attrih.rted to B.-gdf type 4
infections occur most comrnonly among native peoples in Canada and Alaska.

!f Montana wildlife populations were to be infected with tuberculosis, irrnting ard other wildlife related recreational

activities could be advcrsely affectcd.

Game farm must comply with disease testing requirements which minimize the risk to aroa livestock, wildlife, and

humans. Failure to comply with gnme farm statutes and rules is grounds for license revocation.

Nrnrdr Dcrcrlpdon rrd Ev&rdon of tfrc Gunuldlrr end Sccondrry Effcctr on Rl.UHc.lth Hurrdr Rcrourtcr lAftrch ddldoi.l p.9.. of nmdvr It rE0d.dl:
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9. COMMUNITY IMPACT

IUil the elopomC acdm rrult h:

K'TENNAL MPACT
CAN IMPACT

BE
MMGATE)

COMMENT
INDD(UNKNOWN NONE MINOR SIGNIFICAI,IT

a. Alteration of tlre location,
distribution, density, or growth rate
of the human oooulation of an area?

x

b. Aheration of the socia! structure
of a commtrnitv?

x

c. Alteradon of the level or
distribution of employment or
community or oersonal income?

x

d. Changes in industrial or
commercia! activiU?

x

e. Changes in historic or traditional
tecreational use of an area?

x 9e.

f. Changes in existing public
benefits provided by affected witdtife
populations and wildlife habitats
(edUcational, cultural or histodcl?

x

g. lncreased traffic hazards or
effects on eristing transportation
facilities or pattems of movement of
people and ooods?

x

h. (Xher:

HUMAT EIVIROTi'ETT

PROPOSED ACTION:
9e. As a gamc farm, ttris area, which is now potcrltially useablc for uptand gamc bird ?nrnting, woutd no longer be
available to huntors. The proposed action woutd have no nogatavo impasts tL bicyctists or drivers who freqtrently
rscreate along Lower Valley roads. The elk farm may ov€n attract more peopte to tre area.

NO ACTION:
As farm !and, the land may or may not be opon to hunting.

COMMENTS:

Nerrdw Dcrcrlgtlon rnd Evrludon ol tfu Grrwldw rnd scoondrry Eflbstr on communlty Rcorrccr lAttrah rddtdonc pacr of nrrtdw tf ncodcdl:

L2



l{uMAf, EltvtRotmilT

10. PUBLIC SERVICES/TAXES/
UTILITIES

W[ $. prdr6.d rdon rulth:

FOTEI\ITIAL IMPACT
CAN IMPACT

BE
MMGATED

COMMENT
INDE)(UNKNOWN NONE MINOR SIGNIFICANT

a. A need for nqr or attered
goyemmont servhes lspecifically an
increased regdatory role for Rlt/F
and Deot. of Livestockl?

x l0a.

b. A change in the local or state tax
base and revenues?

x 10b.

c. A need for new facilities or
substantial alterations of any of the
following utilities: elecuic power,
natural gas, other fuel srpply or
distsibution systoms, o,
communicatiom?

x

d. Other:

PBOBOSEQ3CIION:
loa.b. The proposcd action would incrcase enforccment work load for FWP and Department of Livostock (DoLl. As

the game farm grows from the initial small stocking ratos to full size (approxirnately 12O elkf, i1 would probably

increase the local tax base and reverues over existing agric-ulttrra! oporations.

NOSGIIOAI:
!f farm remaincd as aericrrtUra! !and, no impacts to public sorvices, utilitics, and taxes would be expocted.

COMMENTS:

Narrtlvc Dcrcd@n rnd Evelurdon ol thr Anrruhdvo rnd Socondrry EfLat on hrblo Sorvlo0/Tuo.rutlld.. lAtt Gh .ddldon l p.e.. o{ n.r7dr.! if mcdcdl:
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HUMATT EilVTROTMEIUT

11. AESTHETICS/RECREATION

Slil thc prceoca acddr rcalt h:

PIOTEI,ITIAL IMPACT
CAN IMPACT

BE
MMGATE)

COMMETTTT
INDO(UNKNOWN NONE MINOR SIGNIFICANT

a. Atteration of any scenic vista or
creation of an aestretically offensive
she or effect that is open to public
view?

x 1 1a.

b. Alteration ol the aesthetic
character of a community or
neiohborhood?

x 1 1b.

c. Alteration of the quality or
quantity of recreationalftourism
opportunities ard settinss?

x

d. Other:

PROPOSED ACTION:
1la.b. Game farm ferrces may be viewed as obstnrction in this fairly scenic, op€tr spaco area. Etk may be viewed as
an attraction by local recreationists.

NO ACTION:
Existing land usc would maimain acsdretics and open spacs.

COMMENTS:

t{"t!dv. Dr.otlPdon.nd 6rdtt don ot th. cumd.tlv. cnd sondary Eftoot on A-tr.d6/Rcrrton Rrourc lAttdi.ddto.d prgr ol r|.rntve lt n .d.dt:
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HUMAT EITVIBOilMilT

12.@
RESOURCES

WU dlt p]ogoO tcdon rult h:

POTBITIALIMPACT
CAN IMPACT

BE
MMGATE)

COMMB.IT
INDE)(UNKNOWN NONE M!NOR SIGNIFICANT

a. Destrustion or aheration of iny
site, silnrture or object of prehistolic,
historic, or paleontological
imoortance?

x

b. Physical change trat would affest
uniorre cultural values?

x

c. Effects on existing religious or
sacred uses of a site or area?

x

d. Other:

PROPOSED ACTION: The proposed action i" not 
"rp""t 

O to have an impact on cultural or historic resources at this
time.

NOSCIION:

COMMENTS:
The State Historic Preservation Office has found no known historic information for this site.
The Salish & Kootenai Cuttura! Committee has also been contasted and we are waiting for their reply.

Nandw D..crlpdon end Evrlnrdon of thc Crrnuldrr cnd Sccondrry Eflcctr on Orltnd/tlhodcd Rcroucor (Attrh ddltlonrl plgcr of n.rdv! tf tt .d.dl:
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I{UMAN EilVIROiltIETT

13. SUMMARY EVALUATION OF
SIGNIFICANCE

Slt thc prQ-.d.cdon, cqrddond r
! wlrolc:

FOTE{NAL MPACT

CAN
IMPACT BE
MMGATE)

COMME}TT
INDO(UNKNOWN NONE MINOR SIGNIFICANT'

a. Have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(A proisct or program may resuh in
impacts oir two oihoie separate'
resources which create a significant
effect when considered together or in
total.l

x

b. lrwolve potential risks or adverse
effects which are uncertain but
extremely hazardous if fiey were to
occur?

x x 1 3b.

c. Potentially conflict with the
substantive requirements or any local,
state, or federa! law, regulation,
standard or formal olan?

x

d. Establish a precedent or likelihood
that future actions with significant
environmental impaas will be
proposed?

x

e. Gerrcrate substartialdebate or
controversy about the nature of the
imoacts that would be creafed?

x

e. 0ther:

PROPOSED ACTION:
13b. Rasks related to escape of any potontially diseased animats are reduced to minor by to Departm6nt of Livestock
and FWP game farm licensing rcquiremcnts. Game farm animals are not likely to become mixed in with wild elk due to
distance of several miles from existing or known elk use areas.

NO ACTION:
No signiltcant impacts associatd wit'r maintenanco of existing land use.

COMMENTS:

Nard\,! Dcrcdptbn end Evelurdon of ttr Gnnrldlr fld Sccodrry Efr.ct (Att*h addldonal prgcr ol nr.r.dvt tf nocdcdl:
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2. SUMMARY EVATUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA

a. Does $e proposed acdon have Impacts that are lndlvidualty minor, but cumuladvely
considerable? (A proiect may result ln lmpacts on turo or more separate resources which
create a signlficant effect when considered together or ln total.l

No.

b. Does the proposed acton lnvolve potential risks or adverse effects which are uncertain
but extremely hazardous if drey were to occur?

No.

3. Description and analysis of reasonable alternatives (including the no action alternativel to
the proposed action whenever alternatives are reasonably available and prudent to consider and
a discussion of how the alternatives would be implemented:

No other alternatives are necessary.

4. Evaluation and listing of mitigation, stipulation, or other control measures enforceable by the
agency or another goyelnment agency:

Existing standards and regulations governing game farms in 1996 are adequate to
minimize risks to native wildlife or human environment. The application of best
management practices for livestock operations and for weed contro! are expected
to be incorporated into the management of this game farm. No special stipulations
are proposed.

PART III. NARRATIVE EVALUATION AND COMMENT

L7

PART IV. EA CONCLUSION



1. Based on the significance criteria evatuated in this EA, is an EIS required? yES / NO

No. This limited size and scope of the proposed project does not require FWp to
prepare an ElS. This EA covers the entire 127 acres with a proposed maximum
stocking rate of 12O elk. The lack of surface water and trees along the fenceline
and the flat topography reduce the risks of fence problems and thereby the
escapement of disease or animals. Existing rules and regulations governing fences,
gates, disease testing, quarantine etc. will minimize these risks as well.

lf an EIS ls not required, explain why the EA ls the appropriate level of anatysis for this
proposed action:

There will be few impacts to environment; all risks are reduced to minor.

2. Describe the level of public involvement for this project if any and, given the complexity and
the seriousness of the environmental issues associated with the proposed action, is the level ofpublic involvement applopriate under the circumstances? (At e rr&rtmrm, a[ EAr must be MADE avaitabteto the publlc through the State Bulletln Board Systom.l

Draft EA mailing to all adiacent landowners; legal notices in appropriate
newspaper(s); Draft EA copies to tocal libraries.

3. Duration of comment period if any:

26 days

4. Name, title, address and phone number of the person(s) Responsible for preparing the EA:

Wildlife Biologist Gael Bissett
Montana Fish, Wildlife & parks
490 N. Meridian Rd.
Kalispell, MT 59901
(406)751-4580

REF:CUTHEA.WPD
10/96

GAFARMEA.FRM
Rev.12195

State Game Warden Brian Sommers
Montana Fish, Wildlife & parks
490 N. Meridian Rd.
Kalispell, MT 59901
(406)751-4562
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